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much oratory of phrase and circumlocution, and con-
tinual vagueness and indeterminateness in statement,0
the writer should not have mentioned the time and
place of the miraculous occurrence.

155. It is a more serious difficulty that Eusebius's
statement is not supported by other Fathers of his
own and the following century ; yet this is not so
great as at first sight appears. It is not pretended
that any of them contradicts or interferes with his
account of the matter; and at the very time, there
were no great ecclesiastical writers to speak one way
or the other. The miracle is said to have taken place
in 311 or 312 ; the only writer of note extant during
the first fifty years of the century, besides Eusebius
is Athanasius; and his writings are taken up with
later transactions and a far different subject Nor
does there seem any special reason why later writers
should mention Ztj> The real miracle was encom-
passed with even heathen fables ; the classical or phi-
f losophical description contained in the panegyric of

0 Vid. infr. n. 157. note t.

P Columbus, however, in Lactant de Mort. Pers. 44, refers
to St. Gregory Nazianzen's second invective against Julian,
where he speaks of the Cross seen in the air when the works
at the Temple were miraculously stopped, and observes that
he certainly would have alluded to Constantine's Cross, had
he known of it Yet surely he would have been going out of
his way to do so, considering it was but one portent out of
many which he was recounting, and another Cross had been
seen over Jerusalem in St. Cyril's time.